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The author did a narrative review to analyse the effectiveness of Bivalent COVID-19 booster doses. The methodology is

propper, the methods section is detailed, the results supported the conclusion. Over all, the paper is suitable for

publication.

However, I just have some remarks.

1. The abstract: the objective have to be placed after the background (the third sentence).

2. The Prisma flow diagram is a result should be placed in the results section, after the first sentence.

3. There are some mistakes, for examlpe: page 4, parag 3: severe is repeated (the risk of severe severe form of COVID-

19), page 7, at the end of parag 1: was estimated as (not the as), page 7 , results section parag 3: previously (not

previusly).  
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